
{In Archive} FW: Fw: 
Sam Coleman to: William Honker 

From: Sam Coleman/R6/USEPA/US 

To: "William Honker" <honker.William@epa.gov> 

Archive: This message is being viewed in an archive. 

Please bet back to Bob directly. 

Samuel Coleman, P.E. 
Deputy Regional Administrator 
214.665.2100 Ofc. 
214.789.2016 Cell 
coleman .sam@epa .gov 

Sent with Good (www.good.com) 

----- Forwarded by Sam Coleman/R6/USEPA!US on 06/20/2012 11 :33:05 AM-----

-------- Original Message --------

From : Bob Sussman/DC/USEPAIUS 

06/20/2012 10:33 AM 

To: "Bob Perciasepe" <Perciasepe.Bob@epamail.epa.gov>, "Sam Coleman" 
<Coleman.Sam@epamail.epa.gov>, "Nancy Stoner" <Stoner.Nancy@epamai l.epa.gov>, "Nena Shaw" 
<Shaw.Nena@epamail.epa.gov>, "Pamela Barr" <Barr.Pamela@epamail.epa.gov> 
Cc: 
Sent on : 06/20/2012 10:57:07 AM 
Subject : Fw: 

We'll need to respond to this and perhaps meet with this group. 

Sam - just a reminder that I'm awaiting Bill Honker's thoughts on the issues raised in the TCEQ letter on Golliad. 

From: Benjamin Klein [Klein@heatherpodesta.com) 
Sent: 06/ 19/2012 10:57 AM MST 
To: Bob Sussman; Aaron Dickerson; Diane Thompson 

---------------------------------------

Attached please find a letter from the Uranium Producers of America that requests that the EPA 
consult directly with the industry as the agency considers changes to existing 
regulations/guidelines for in situ recovery (ISR) uranium mines as well as aquifer exemptions. 

00~1 :J I pd-f 



Benjamin Klein 

Heather Podesta +Partners, LLC 

(202) 742-1929 Work 

(202) 309-2290 Cell 

klein@heatherpodesta.com 

@tr to Hon L Jackson EOA 6-18-12.pdf 



·DAILY READING FILE 

URANIUM PRODUCERS OF AMERICA 
141 EAST P . .U.ACt AVt:NUE, POST OFFICE BOX 669, Si\NTA F...:, Nf:W MEXICO 87504-0669 

TEu;ruONt; (505) 982·4611; f,\X (505) 988-2987; WWW.UR.\NIIJi\IROI>tJCEHSMIF.RICA.COi\1 

Via Hmul Deliverv 
The Honorable Lisa Jackson 
Administrator 

June 18,2012 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Ariel Rios Building 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20460 

Dt:ar Administrator Jackson: 

JUN ~ 2~..~ 
. f F Ct: Ut- TH£: 

CXECUT1VE= SECRFI'\HIAf 

The Uranium Producers of America (UPA) represent the major uranium mining and 
conversion industries in the United States. This letter specifically expresses the concerns 
of the uranium mining companies with respect to EPA's potential upcoming regulations 
for in situ recovery (ISR) uranium mines, aquifer exemptions for ISR uranium mines, and 
the recent (past two years) EPA intrusion into state primacy for the Underground 
Injection Control (UIC) programs. 

As you know, nuclear energy is America's largest source of clean, carbon-free electricity, 

producing no greenhouse gases or air pollutants. Yet, despite accounting for 
approximately 20 percent of the electricity consumed in the United States, nuclear power 
plants are forced to rely on foreign countries for uranium. The United States now impo11s 

92 percent of the uranium needed to fuel our nuclear reactors. The EPA shou ld be 
working with the industry to ensure that we have a reliable and secure supply of 
domestically produced uranium to fuel our United States nuclear power plants. Having 
such a high dependence on imp011ed uranium is not desirable from a National Security 
perspective or from a jobs perspective. Expanding domestic uranium production means 
more U.S. jobs and increased energy security. 

It is our understanding that in June 2011 , the EPA asked its Science Advisory Board to 
review a drafl technical report (Considerations Related to Post-Closure Monitoring of 
Uranium In-Situ Leach/In-Situ Recovery (ISL-ISR) Site~) related to the regulation of 
uranium mining. As you are aware, the membership of the Science Advisory Board 
primarily includes representatives from academia and the national laboratories, pl us 
industry nominated academia and consu ltants. Unfortunately, there is no direct 
representation tl·om the manium mining industry on this board, and we are concerned that 
there has been no separate effort by EPA to solicit feedback from industry leaders 
regarding these potential changes to the regulations that will directly impact uranium 



The Honorable Lisa Jackson 
June 18,2012 
Page 2 

mining. Prior to publishing proposed or draft regulations for our industry, we 
respectfully request that EPA reach out directly to the uranium mining industry to 
understand our position in the formulation of any proposed rules, particularly when it 
could create potential conflicts or duplication with other federal programs that regulate 
the industry. And, until the regulations are formally changed, the EPA should be 
evaluating new uranium mining projects in a timely manner based on the existing EPA 
regulations, or state regulations for states with EPA-approved UIC primacy, and not some 
yet unwritten proposed, unpromulgated regulations that may or may not be adopted. 

The UPA is seriously concerned that EPA is delaying approvals for aquifer exemptions 
for Class I and Class III UIC permits for new uranium projects and renewals of existing 
UIC pennits. This is occurring in states with decades of well established regulatory 
primacy and experience for UIC programs, primarily Texas and Wyoming. On June 6, 
the heads of the Texas Commission of Environmental Quality and Texas Railroad 
Commission testified before the United States House of Representative's Committee on 
Energy and Commerce stating that EPA is ignoring EPA-approved state VIC programs 
and regulations. Because EPA granted primacy to Texas and Wyoming for these VIC 
programs, the agency should respect and accept the decisions made by these states 
pursuant to their primacy authority. Second guessing the decisions of state regulatory 
agencies with EPA-approved VIC programs was not the intent of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act. These states are committed to the EPA UIC programs and believe that the 
permits that they issue are protective of USDWs and the public. Evidently EPA also 
believed this when they granted primacy for the UIC programs to these stntes as 
evidenced in the Memorandums of Understanding and various correspondence that have 
occurred since the VIC programs were implemented. Additionally, EPA's long-standing 
approval, which is based on annual reviews of State Programs and numerous 
concurrences on aquifer exemption actions, fm1her underscores the efficacy of the State 
VIC programs. 

We urge you to work with our indliStry to ensure that we have a stable domestic supply of 
uranium to fuel our nuclear reactors. To that end, we request that you stop any further 
delay of any pending VIC permit approvals or renewals in states where primacy for the 
UIC program belongs to those states. And further, we request that you directly consult 
with the uranilltn industry regarding any proposed changes to the existing regulations or 
guidance. 



The Honorable Lisa Jackson 
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Sincerely, 

Donna Wickers 
Uranium One America, Inc. 

Glen Catchpole 
Urnnerz Energy Corp. 

,.- --~ {l 
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~------
Paul Goranson 
Power Resources USA 
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Jim Viellenave 
AUC, LLC 

John F. DeJoia 
Strathmore Minerals (USA), Ltd. 

I larry Anthony 
Uranium Energy Corp. 

Ron Hochstein 
Denison Mining (USA) Corp. 

Mark Pclizza 
Uranium Resources, Inc. 

Richard F. Clement, Jr. 
Powertech (USA), Inc. 
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